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City of Cathedral City 

General Plan Update 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

1.1 Introduction 
 

The following discussion described the CEQA Lead Agency for the Cathedral City General Plan Update and the 
Active Transportation/NEV Plan (Project), provides a comprehensive summary project description, describes the 
location and geographic limits for the planning area, the purpose and need for the subject analysis, and a statement 
of Project objectives. The CEQA process and details regarding this EIR are also provided.  
 
Lead Agency 
The City of Cathedral City (City) is the Lead Agency responsible for the preparation of this Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR or DEIR) pursuant to the California Public Resources Code Sections 21000-21189.57, and the 
2018 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Sections 15000-15387, as amended. CEQA defines 
“Lead Agency” as the public agency which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project 
which may have a significant effect upon the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15367). The proposed 
action evaluated in this EIR constitutes a “project”, as defined by Section 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
The Lead Agency contact person and mailing address regarding this Project is: Robert Rodriquez, Director of 
Planning, City of Cathedral City, 68-700 Avenida Lalo Guerrero, Cathedral City, CA 92234. The City’s phone 
number is: (760) 770-0344. Mr. Rodriguez’s email address is: rrodriguez@cathedralcity.gov.   
 
Background and Project Summary 
All incorporated cities and all counties are required by the California Government Code to prepare comprehensive, 
long-term general plans, which direct development of the community. As an official document of the City of 
Cathedral City, the Comprehensive General Plan provides the goals, policies, programs and maps to guide the 
development of the City and to preserve its valued assets, resources and quality of life. In addition to goals and 
policies, the General Plan includes issues discussions, factoids, diagrams and maps, tables and charts that provide 
direction for the prudent and conscientious management of existing and future development. 
 
Cathedral City was incorporated in 1981 and initially relied upon the then-prevailing Riverside County General 
Plan for land use and other General Plan management. Most recently, the City General Plan was updated in 2002 
and again in 2009. The Project is a comprehensive update to the City’s General Plan and includes a new Active 
Transportation Plan (ATP). Following the State of California 2017 General Plan Guidelines, the General Plan 
includes traditional and new elements. 



City of Cathedral City Draft 
General Plan EIR (SCH #2018081012) 

Introduction and Project Description 

 

 
1-2 

 
This Draft Environmental Impact Report evaluates a wide range of environmental issues associated with the 
implementation of the General Plan update and the Active Transportation Plan. These include land use 
compatibility, traffic/circulation/mobility, flooding and drainage, geotechnical and seismic safety, air quality and 
greenhouse gases, biological and archaeological resources, noise impacts and environmental justice. Other areas of 
concern include the availability of public services and facilities and the socio-economic impacts associated with 
General Plan implementation. The proposed General Plan Update is also herein referred to as the Proposed Project, 
as distinguished from the Project Alternatives. 
 
Section 2.0 of this document evaluates the potential effects associated with the implementation of the Proposed 
Project. It characterizes the environmental setting of the region and identifies the environmental resources and 
constraints within which the General Plan study area occurs. Existing regional infrastructure, land use patterns and 
natural resources are also described in this section.  
 
Section 2.0 also provides a comprehensive evaluation of the various areas addressed in the General Plan, including 
land uses, transportation systems, and environmental resources and conditions specific to the City General Plan 
study area. It discusses potential impacts to the physical environment associated with the adoption of the proposed 
General Plan update. This evaluation includes analysis of population, existing and planned patterns of development, 
alterations to the physical environment, and the availability of public services and facilities. Some aspects of the 
General Plan could result in significant environmental impacts. Therefore, avoidance, minimization and mitigation 
measures are provided, where appropriate, to reduce these impacts to insignificant levels, where possible. 
 
Section 3.0 provides an analysis of three alternatives to the Proposed Project, including the No Project alternative. 
Subsequent sections of the DEIR include discussions of unavoidable significant impacts, irreversible and 
irretrievable commitment of resources, growth-inducing impacts, and short-term use and long-term productivity of 
the affected environment. The various DEIR discussions are further described below. 
 

1.2 Project Location and Limits 
 
The “Proposed Project” is the Comprehensive General Plan Update for the City of Cathedral City and inclusive of 
the aforementioned Active Transportation Plan. The Project planning area is limited to the current Cathedral City 
corporate limits and encompasses 14,557± acres or approximately 22.7 square miles (see Table 1-2, below). It does 
not include the City’s Sphere of Influence or other unincorporated lands in the planning area. The Project includes 
changes to land use designations and circulation system, new and integrated elements, and new goals, policies and 
programs for all General Plan Elements.  
 
The Project area is generally bounded by the Rancho Mirage city limits and unincorporated county lands on the 
east, the Palm Springs and Desert Hot Springs city limits on the west, Palm Springs and Rancho Mirage corporate 
lands to the south, and unincorporated Riverside County lands on the north. The Project planning area includes all 
or portions of the following: 
 
• Sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34 in Township 3 South, Range 5 East 
• Sections 03, 04, 05, 08, 09, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 34 in Township 4 South, 

Range 5 East 
• Sections 05, 04, 09 in Township 5 South, Range 5 East 
 

Also see the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute Cathedral City, California quadrangles. Also, 
please see Exhibits 1-1: Regional Location Map, 1-2: Area Location Map, 1-3: Project Vicinity and 1-4: Project 
Planning Area. 
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1.3 Purpose and Need 
 
Cathedral City is a Charter City with a Council-Manager form of government and was incorporated in 1981. The 
existing General Plan was comprehensively updated and adopted in 2002 and subsequent updates were performed 
in 2009. Since that time, the Housing Element has been updated regularly as required by State law, with the current 
version having been adopted in November 2014. Other elements have been updated as a result of expansions of the 
City’s corporate boundaries (annexation) and through minor amendments, but have not been comprehensively 
revised since 2002. The majority of the amendments have been to the Land Use Element. This General Plan update 
is not envisioned as a wholesale rewrite of all elements, but rather a rewrite of some key elements, a refresh of 
others, and a consolidation of several recent planning documents into this single, comprehensive document. 
 

1.4 Statement of Project Objectives 
 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 states that an EIR must describe and evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives 
to a project that would feasibly attain most of the project’s basic objectives, but that would avoid or substantially 
lessen any identified significant adverse environmental effects of the project. The EIR should also evaluate the 
comparative merits of the Project. Specifically, Section 15126.6 sets forth criteria for selecting and evaluating 
alternatives. A Draft EIR supports a determination of No Significant Impacts from implementation of the Project 
with the implementation of mitigation measures set forth in this EIR.  
 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15124(b), the project description includes a statement of objectives. The 
purpose of the objectives is to assist the City in developing a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate in this 
EIR. These objectives are intended to explain the purpose of the Project, and to aid the decision-makers in preparing 
findings or a statement of overriding considerations, if necessary.  
 
The Project objectives are intended to address the purpose of the General Plan Update and the Active 
Transportation Plan (ATP) Plan. The City has identified the following list of criteria as the objectives for the Project. 
 

• An updated General Plan that ensures that associated City ordinances, including the Zoning and Subdivision 
Ordinances, are maintained in conformance with the General Plan  

• The continued use of Specific Plans as a preferred method of detailed and systematic implementation of the 
General Plan for large or complex planning areas 

• The periodic examination and review of the long-term implications of General Plan policies and programs 
as they relate to the City’s ability to provide public services and facilities 

• A cooperative planning process with Riverside County, assuring an effective advisory role regarding any 
and all development and other land use planning issues or proposals within or in close proximity to the 
City’s Sphere of Influence 

• A General Plan that assures that properly filed development applications shall be processed in an 
expeditious and timely manner 

• Master facilities plans that address the recreation, drainage/flood control, infrastructure, utility 
management, traffic control, and other facility needs of the community 

• In-fill development within already urbanized areas of the corporate boundaries of the City 
• Expansion of new development that is logically phased and, as appropriate, guided by the development of 

existing and new Specific Plans 
• Ensure opportunities for review and comment on development proposals through public hearing notices 

sent to owners of property located at least within 300 feet of development proposal sites 
• Cooperative public/private ventures and partnerships that better provide public services and facilities that 

benefit the community  
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1.5 Project Description: 2040 General Plan Update & AT/NEV Plan 
 
Updated General Plan 
The subject General Plan update has a planning horizon of 2040. It is intended to ensure that the City’s existing and 
planned pattern of land uses, its transportation network, infrastructure and other areas of community planning are 
compatible with long-term physical and regulatory environments, and the changing and evolving economy. Since 
incorporation in the early 1980s, the City has allowed the use of Specific Plans to address area-wide planning. Over 
time, many of these Specific Plan areas have remained vacant, have only partially developed or have not developed 
in the manner envisioned. As a consequence, the City has revisited each of its Specific Plans and has tentatively 
identified several that may no longer serve an effective planning purpose. These have been identified as candidates 
for rescinding. 
 
The updated General Plan Land Use Map describes and designates the distribution of land uses by type, location, 
intensity and/or extent of use. Uses considered are diverse and include: residential, commercial, industrial, open 
space, recreation, public buildings and facilities, and other categories of public and private land uses. Prior to the 
adoption of the Cathedral City General Plan comprehensive update, the City utilized the land use designations and 
assignments adopted in the 1987 Plan. Land use categories and their assignment, as well as the City corporate limits, 
have evolved through two previous General Plan updates (2002 and 2009). The Project includes a comprehensive 
assessment of land uses and their distribution in 2018 and was conducted using a computer-based geographic 
information system (GIS), aerial photo analysis, field surveys and extensive consultations with residents and 
property and business owners.  
 
Table 1-2 of this DEIR provides statistical summaries of land uses for the proposed General Plan update. Overall 
land use goals, policies and programs are described in the DEIR and can all be found in the Draft General Plan and 
AT/NEV Plan.  
 
Active Transportation Plan (ATP) 
Concurrent with the preparation of the General Plan Circulation and Mobility Element, the City has also prepared 
an Active Transportation Plan. The ATP is a part of the circulation element and implements pathway classifications 
for numerous streets in the City, assigning designations and providing improvement standards and guidelines that 
implement a Complete Streets program for the City. The ATP is designed to provide greater pedestrian, bicycle and 
neighborhood electric vehicle (NEV) and other low-speed electric vehicles (LSEV) access to the City roadway 
system and off-street network including the CV Link regional multi-modal pathway. 
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1.6 CEQA Process 
 
California Environmental Quality Act  
In accordance with Sections 15063, 15064 and 15065 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City prepared an Initial 
Study (2018) to identify potentially significant impacts associated with the proposed General Plan and ATP (the 
Project or Proposed Project). Based on the preliminary assessment, the City determined that an EIR should be 
prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects associated with the implementation of the Project. (Refer 
to Appendix A). 
 
The EIR has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (as amended), pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15121 
(Informational Document): 
 

• An EIR is an informational document which will inform public agency decision makers and the public 
generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, identify possible ways to minimize the 
significant effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to the project. The public agency shall consider 
the information in the EIR along with other information which may be presented to the agency. 

 
• While the information in the EIR does not control the agency’s ultimate discretion on the project, the 

agency must respond to each significant effect identified in the EIR by making findings under Section 15091 
and if necessary, by making a statement of overriding consideration under Section 15093. 

 
• The information in an EIR may constitute substantial evidence in the record to support the agency’s action 

on the project if its decision is later challenged in court. 
 
Under State CEQA Guidelines §15123, this section presents a summary of the Project evaluated in this Draft EIR, 
including those that would avoid potentially significant effects; issues of concern/areas of controversy known to the 
Lead Agency; and issues to be resolved, including the choice among alternatives and how best to mitigate the 
potentially significant effects. Alternatives to the Proposed Project are analyzed in Section 3.0 of this EIR. 
 
The reader should review, but not rely exclusively on the Executive Summary as the sole basis for judgment of the 
Proposed Project. The complete DEIR should be consulted for specific information about the potential 
environmental effects and mitigation measures to address those effects. 
 

1.6.1. Notice of Preparation and Public Scoping Meeting 
 
The process of determining the appropriate scope, focus, and content of an EIR is known as “scoping” (Public 
Resources Code 21083.9 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15082). The first step in the scoping process is conducting 
a preliminary assessment of the Project and the issuance of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental 
Impact Report to solicit input from agencies and other parties of interest, including the general public.   
 
When a Lead Agency determines that an EIR is required for a Project, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) must be 
prepared and submitted to the State Clearinghouse. The purpose of the NOP is to provide responsible and trustee 
agencies, and the public, with sufficient information describing the Proposed Project and the potential 
environmental effects, to enable interested parties/persons to make a meaningful response. The City issued the NOP 
for the General Plan update on August 3, 2018, and the 30-day public review period concluded on September 3, 
2018. The NOP (see Appendix A) was submitted to the Riverside County Clerk for 30-day posting.  
 
The NOP was also submitted to the State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State 
Clearinghouse (SCH), which circulated the NOP to state agencies for a 30-day review and comment period. A 
public notice was also published in a newspaper of local circulation. A wide variety of comments were received 
from City residents and land owners, public agencies and others (see Appendix A). In general, comments were 
limited to requesting that further detail be provided in the EIR, and immediate responses were not required.  
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Public Scoping Meetings were held on May 1, 8, 15 and 22, 2018 with the purpose of educating and informing the 
public about the proposed General Plan update, addressing public questions and concerns, and collecting input on 
the CEQA process. This and additional public input were also collected at a noticed July 24, 2018 public City 
Council meeting, and at joint study sessions of the City Council and Planning Commission on September 26, 2018 
and January 9, 2019.  
 

1.6.2. Draft EIR 
 
This Draft EIR is being circulated along with the Notice of Availability and Notice of Completion for public review 
for a 45-day review period, in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15085.   
 

1.6.3. Final EIR 
 
Following the public review and comment period, the City will prepare written responses to the written comments 
received on the Draft EIR. Where necessary, the Draft EIR may be revised, as appropriate, and together with the 
Response to Comments, will constitute the Final EIR. In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Sections15090-
15097, the City Council will then consider certifying the Final EIR during a noticed public hearing.  
 
Following Final EIR certification, the City may proceed with consideration of  approval actions, including adoption 
of the General Plan Update and the Active Transportation Plan. CEQA also requires the adoption of findings prior 
to approval of a project where a certified Final EIR identifies significant unmitigated environmental effects that 
would be caused by implementation of a Project.  
 
If the Project that is approved would result in the occurrence of significant unmitigated effects that are identified in 
the Final EIR and that cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, the City shall so state in writing in a “statement 
of overriding considerations” the specific reasons to support its action based on the Final EIR and/or other 
information in the record. If the Project is approved, the City will file a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the 
County Clerk and State Clearinghouse within five working days following Project approval. 
 

1.6.4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
 
CEQA requires lead agencies to adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) at the same time 
the Final EIR is certified. The MMRP is a verification tool for use by the Lead Agency that lists the mitigation 
program task, entity responsible for implementation, timing of compliance, and record of date of compliance. Once 
the Final EIR and MMRP are certified, the mitigation measures become conditions of the Project approval. 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program measures have been incorporated in Section 2 of this DEIR, where 
necessary.  
 

1.6.5. Organization of the Draft EIR 
 
The organization of the Draft EIR is as follows: 
 
Executive Summary & Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (Environmental Matrix) 
 
Section 1 – Introduction and Project Description. The section includes a description of the Proposed Project, 
summarizes General Plan goals, policies and programs, and sets forth land use plans and quantities for the Project. 
Alternatives considered that may reduce or avoid the significant impacts of the Project are described and analyzed 
in Section 3.0 of this EIR. Areas of controversy are also identified in this document. This section describes the 
CEQA process and the organization of this document. 
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Section 2.0 – Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation Measures.  The environmental setting discussion 
provides important background data and information on all CEQA analysis categories on a regional and planning 
area basis. This section of the EIR serves to establish the physical context within which the Proposed Project is 
being considered and analyzed. It also presents the physical and regulatory setting by environmental resource 
category, identifies impact significance criteria, and analyzes potential impacts associated with implementing the 
Proposed Project, including potential cumulative impacts. Mitigation measures and monitoring and reporting 
programs are identified, where applicable. Please note that environmental justice issues are addressed in Section 
2.14. Section 2.0 analyzes the following resource areas: 
 

• Introduction (Section 2.1) 
• Aesthetics (Section 2.2) 
• Agriculture and Forest Resources (Section 2.3) 
• Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases (Section 2.4) 
• Biological Resources (Section 2.5) 
• Cultural and Tribal Resources (Section 2.6) 
• Energy and Mineral Resources (Section 2.7) 
• Geology and Soils (Section 2.8) 
• Hazards, Wildfires & Hazardous Materials (Section 2.9) 
• Hydrology and Water Quality (Section 2.10) 
• Land Use and Planning (Section 2.11) 
• Noise (Section 2.12) 
• Parks and Recreational Resources (Section 2.13) 
• Population, Housing and Socio-Economic Resources (Section 2.14) 
• Public Utilities and Services Systems (Section 2.15) 
• Transportation (Section 2.16) 

 
Section 3.0 – Project Alternatives Analysis.  This section describes alternatives to the Proposed Project and 
compares their impacts to those of the Project. This section also identifies which alternative is environmentally 
superior on a categorical basis and overall. The three alternative projects analyzed include Alternative 1: More 
Intense Alternative, Alternative 2: Less Intense Alternative, and Alternative 3: No Project Alternative (current 
General Plan).  
 

Section 4.0 – Unavoidable Significant Impacts.  This section discusses significant environmental effects that may 
not be avoided if the Project is implemented, and significant irreversible environmental changes associated with the 
Project even with feasible alternative actions. This section also provides a summary of cumulative impacts that are 
discussed in the resource sections. 
 
Section 5.0 – Irreversible/Irretrievable Commitment of Resources.  This section evaluates the Project’s 
irreversible or irretrievable effects on natural resources, including but not limited to energy and water, and the level 
of commitment of these resources associated with the Project.  
 

Section 6.0 – Growth Inducing Impacts.  This section discusses the Project’s potential to induce growth both 
locally and regionally.  
 
Section 7.0 – Short-term Use Versus Long-Term Productivity  
 
Section 8.0 – Organizations, Persons and Documents Consulted.  This section describes and lists the various 
parties, agencies, documents and other resources used in preparing the subject EIR.  
 
Technical Appendices - provides technical reports and information in support of the above sections and are 
identified in the Table of Contents.  
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1.7 Responsible Agencies 
 
Under CEQA, provision is made for state and other agencies to act as “Responsible Agencies”. Per California Public 
Resources Code Section 21069, a “Responsible Agency” is a public agency, other than the Lead Agency, which 
has responsibility for carrying out, approving or permitting a project. The authority of responsible agencies that 
may have responsibility for carrying out or approving a project and for complying with CEQA is limited to that part 
of the project that they will be called upon to carry out or approve (Public Resources Code Sections 21140(c), 
21153(c); CEQA Guidelines Sections 15041(b), 15042).  
 
Among others, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (Colorado River Basin) are CEQA Responsible Agencies and may issue permits and approvals for projects 
made possible by and analyzed in the subject EIR (CEQA-tiering). The California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) and the County of Riverside may also serve as Responsible Agencies under CEQA and may be able to 
rely on the subject EIR, at least in part, for issuance of encroachment permits or other permitting or regulatory 
actions.  

 
1.8 Project’s Relationship to Other Plans 

 
The Project is directly related to other local and regional plans, including General Plans of adjoining jurisdictions, 
regional transportation plans including the Congestion Management Plan and the SCAG and CVAG regional 
transportation plans. The Project is also related to and serves as a city-specific extension of the CVAG Active 
Transportation Plan through the City’s Active Transportation Plan, which is a part of this Project. 
 
Other Regional Plans 
The Project is related to or must accommodate other plans developed in the Coachella Valley. These include the 
Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (CVMSHCP), the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (AQMD) Air Quality Management Plan, and the Coachella Valley PM10 State 
Implementation Plan. 
 

1.9 Proposed Project 
 
Introduction 
The “Project” is the Comprehensive General Plan Update for the City of Cathedral City and the City Active 
Transportation Plan. The General Plan study area address 14,557± acres or approximately 22.7 square miles within 
the City’s corporate limits. The analysis also considers but does not specifically analyze the 8,425± acres (13.16 
square miles) in the City Sphere of Influence or other unincorporated lands. Therefore, the total planning area 
analyzed in this EIR encompasses the 14,557± acres comprising the City's corporate limits in 2018. The Project 
includes changes to land use designations and circulation system, new and integrated elements, and new goals, 
policies and programs for all General Plan Elements.  
 
Updated General Plan 
The subject General Plan update has a planning horizon of 2040. It is intended to ensure that the City’s existing and 
planned pattern of land uses, transportation infrastructure and other areas of community planning are compatible 
with long-term physical and regulatory environments, and the changing and evolving economy. Since incorporation 
in 1981, the City has frequently used Specific Plans to address area-wide planning. Over time, many of these 
Specific Plan areas have remained vacant, while others have only partially developed or have not developed in the 
manner envisioned. As a consequence, the City has revisited each of its Specific Plans and has considered several 
that may no longer serve an effective planning purpose. Following adoption of the General Plan update, many of 
these Specific Plans will be reconsidered. 
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The updated General Plan Land Use Map describes and designates the distribution of land uses by type, location, 
intensity and/or extent of use. Uses considered are diverse and include: residential, commercial, industrial, open 
space, recreation, public buildings and facilities, and other categories of public and private land uses. Prior to the 
adoption of the Cathedral City General Plan comprehensive update, the City utilized the land use designations and 
assignments adopted in the 1987 Plan. Land use categories and their assignment, as well as the City corporate limits, 
have evolved through two previous General Plan updates (2002 and 2009). The Project includes a comprehensive 
assessment of land uses and their distribution in 2018 and was conducted using a computer-based geographic 
information system (GIS), aerial photo analysis, field surveys and extensive consultations with residents and 
property and business owners.  
 
Table 1-2 of this DEIR provides statistical summaries of land uses for the proposed General Plan update. Overall 
land use goals, policies and programs are described in the DEIR and can all be found in the Draft General Plan and 
AT/NEV Plan.  
 

Table 1-1 City of Cathedral City Draft General Plan 
Proposed Land Use Designations 

Land Use Designation (Density)    Purpose of Land Use 
 
Residential 
 
(HR) Hillside Reserve (0-1 du/20 ac) This designation provides for development densities of one 

dwelling unit per 20 acres. Development could be precluded on 
these lands due to topographic, hydrologic, aesthetic or other 
constraints. In such cases, it may be possible for development 
rights to be preserved by density transfer or similar mechanism. 

 

(RE) Estate Residential (0-2 du/ac) The residential estate designation provides for larger lot 
subdivisions with single-family residential development. This 
designation is envisioned for rural areas, as well as lands which 
may also be constrained by topography or other natural 
restrictions. This type of development may also incorporate a 
“greenbelt” buffer to help define the City’s urban boundary. 

 

(RL) Low Density Residential (2-4.5 du/ac) The Low-Density Residential designation provides for single-
family residential development on individual lots typically 
ranging from about 7,500 to 20,000 square feet. These lands serve 
to buffer more dense residential development from estate 
residential uses and may be appropriate in areas with some site 
constraints. 

 

(RR) Resort Residential (3-6.5 du/ac) This low-density designation is intended to accommodate single-
family and attached residential development in a master planned 
resort setting. On-site amenities typically include golf courses, 
tennis and swimming facilities, as well as tourist/resort-serving 
commercial uses. This designation also allows hotels/motels and 
ancillary visitor and tourist-serving commercial uses. 

 

(RM) Medium Density Res. (4.5-10 du/ac) This designation provides for moderately low to medium density 
subdivisions and Planned Unit Developments (PUDs). It serves to 
transition between lower and more moderate (medium) residential 
densities. Product types typically range from single-family to 
multi-family development, with much of existing development 
being duplex units on 8,000 square foot lots. 
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(RMH) Medium-High Density Res. (11-20 du/ac) This designation allows for a range of attached housing, including 
apartments and condominiums. It is also suitable for planned 
communities and affordable and senior housing, where smaller 
units and higher densities may be appropriate. Multi-family 
development provides for PUDs comprised of a varying range of 
residential types and on-site amenities. These lands are typically 
located in proximity to neighborhood commercial uses, thereby 
maximizing pedestrian and other multi-modal access to these 
essential services. Mobile home parks or subdivisions with PUD-
type development may also be allowed. 

 

(RH) High Density Res. (20-24 du/ac)  This designation allows for the greatest diversity and highest 
density of residential development, providing for a full range of 
multi-family dwellings, including apartments and condominiums. 
It is also suitable for planned communities and affordable and 
senior housing, where smaller units and higher densities may be 
appropriate. Multi-family development provides for PUDs 
comprised of a varying range of residential types and on-site 
amenities. These lands are typically located in proximity to 
neighborhood commercial uses, thereby maximizing pedestrian 
and other non-motorized access to these essential services.  

 

(PUD) Planned Unit Developments While not a land use designation, Planned Unit Developments 
(PUDs) consolidate areas for structures, common open space and 
recreation areas, and integrate access onto private internal 
roadways. PUDs permit the transfer of densities from open 
space/recreation areas provided within a development, thus 
consolidating open space. 

 

 The purpose of the PUD is to promote planned residential 
development and amenities beyond those typically provided 
within conventional subdivisions. PUDs are also intended to 
achieve greater flexibility in design, varying ranges of densities, 
and to encourage well planned neighborhoods through creative 
and imaginative planning. The PUD also allows an appropriate 
mix of housing types, which are unique in their physical 
characteristics to warrant special methods of residential 
development. A full range of residential development is permitted, 
consistent with the underlying land use designation. 

 

Commercial 
 

(CG) General Commercial (FAR: 0.35) These lands include a wide variety of commercial centers, ranging 
from general merchandising and strip commercial centers, to 
community and regional scale centers. Office development is also 
appropriate in areas with this designation. Development may 
range from free-standing retail buildings and restaurants to 
planned commercial centers. Hotels and motels may also be 
appropriate on these lands, which are located primarily along 
major corridors and take advantage of convenient access to tourist 
and business amenities. This designation also allows the 
cultivation and sale of cannabis and related products with approval 
of a discretionary permit. 
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 This designation also provides for the development of commercial 
centers that serve the entire community and the larger regional 
market, including supermarket anchors and big box retailers. 
Community-scale development should take advantage of regional 
transportation networks and be designed to accommodate transit 
facilities. Such centers may also host ancillary office components, 
as well as regional institutions and services. 

 
(CN) Neighborhood Commercial (FAR: 0.35) This designation is assigned to existing neighborhood centers and 

vacant lands appropriate for this use. It provides for 
neighborhood-scale shopping integrated with, and conveniently 
located as a part of, residential areas. A mix of land uses may also 
be considered appropriate within this category. Neighborhood 
commercial uses are also employment centers and should 
facilitate pedestrian, bicycle and public transit access to the 
greatest extent practicable. 

 
Neighborhood Commercial centers may be anchored by 
supermarkets and super drugstores and provide a wide variety of 
supporting commercial services, including banking and similar 
financial services, businesses and offices, dry cleaners, 
restaurants, barber shops/beauty salons, and similar commercial 
outlets serving day-to-day neighborhood needs. These centers 
typically range in size from 8 to 10 acres and provide about 40,000 
to 100,000 square feet of gross leasable floor area. 

 
(DTC) Downtown Commercial (FAR: 0.80) This designation is assigned to a limited area in the Downtown 

core (as defined by the Downtown Precise Plan) and takes 
advantage of the convenient access of the East Palm Canyon Drive 
corridor. Land use, zoning policies and design criteria for the area 
are established by the Downtown Precise Plan. Permitted land 
uses include Downtown Residential Neighborhood and Mixed-
Use Commercial. This designation provides for a variety of 
commercial centers, ranging from storefront scale buildings and 
office space, to lodging and entertainment establishments. The 
Civic Center and associated civic facilities are also appropriately 
located within this area, providing venues for community events 
and festivals that complement the entertainment retail theme of 
the downtown. 

 
(MU-N) Mixed-Use Neighborhood (FAR: 1.0) This designation is assigned to limited areas in North City (as 

defined in the North City and Extended Specific Plans) and takes 
advantage of proximity to the Interstate 10 freeway, while 
acknowledging adjacency to Conservation Area lands established 
by the Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan area. Land use, 
zoning policies and design criteria for the area are contained in the 
North City Specific Plans. Permitted land uses include a mix of 
residential, up to 25 dwelling units per acre, commercial retail, 
office and public gathering spaces. Uses may be mixed either 
horizontally or vertically, with an emphasis on residential with 
neighborhood-serving commercial. 
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(MU-U) Mixed-Use Urban (FAR: 1.0) This designation is assigned to limited areas in North City (as 

defined in the North City and Extended Specific Plans) and takes 
advantage of proximity to the Interstate 10 freeway. Land use, 
zoning policies and design criteria for the area are contained in the 
North City Specific Plans. Permitted land uses include a mix of 
residential, up to 45 dwelling units per acre, commercial retail, 
office and public gathering spaces. Uses may be mixed either 
horizontally or vertically, with an emphasis on commercial and 
allowing “big box” development. 

Industrial 
 
(BP) Business Park (FAR: 0.50) This designation is intended for light industrial and related uses 

which are compatible with one another, as well as with 
neighboring residential and commercial uses. Other potentially 
appropriate uses include professional offices, including 
administrative, corporate, institutional, legal, medical, financial, 
insurance, real estate, and government offices. This designation 
also allows the cultivation, sale and in some cases manufacture of 
cannabis and related products with approval of a discretionary 
permit. 

 
(I) Industrial (FAR: 0.50) This designation provides for the development of any and all 

industrial uses operating entirely in enclosed buildings, and those 
requiring limited and screenable outdoor storage. Examples 
include clean manufacturing operations, warehousing and 
distribution facilities, mini-warehouse storage, and a variety of 
light manufacturing businesses. This designation also allows the 
cultivation, sale and in some cases manufacture of cannabis and 
related products. Siting industrial lands in close proximity to 
major regional highway and railroad facilities is desirable. 
Preferred development includes master planned industrial parks 
with integrated access and internal circulation. Business parks 
may also be permitted, provided their compatibility with other 
industrial uses is assured. 

 
 This designation may also allow conditional and/or discretionary 

development of more intense industrial uses with the potential to 
generate substantial levels of noise, smoke or odor, dust, glare, 
traffic, vibration, or other nuisances. Examples include the 
manufacturing of durable goods, such as appliances, furniture, 
fabricated metal products, and light electrical and transportation 
equipment. These uses may also have a potential for greater 
dependence on outdoor storage. Proponents will be required to 
mitigate any adverse impacts to acceptable or insignificant levels, 
demonstrate conformance with all community environmental 
standards, and be compatible with existing and planned land uses. 
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Institutional Services and Facilities 
 
(P) Public/Quasi-Public This designation serves as a prefix for a variety of quasi-public 

and public uses delineated on the Land Use map. It is used to 
recognize such uses as the Civic Center and other governmental 
offices, libraries, schools, hospitals, police and fire stations, utility 
substations, and other public and quasi-public facilities. 

 
Institutional Symbols 
 
(P/CC) Civic Center Civic Center and related facilities 
 

(P/FS) Fire Station Fire Station 
(P/PS) Police Station Police Station 
 

(P/M) Medical Facility Hospitals and similar in/out patient medical facilities. Also may 
be assigned to convalescent and skilled nursing facilities. 

 

(P/L) Library Library 
 
(P/S) School Educational facilities such as daycare, elementary, intermediate, 

high, special, and technical schools. 
 
(P/PO) Post Office Post Office 
 
(P/C) Cemetery Cemetery 
 
(P/T) Transportation Interstate-10 and Union Pacific Railroad transportation corridors. 
 
(P/U) Utilities Utility substations, including wells and water tanks, electric, 

telephone, gas, water and similar facilities. 
 

Open Space 
 
(OS-P) Parks and Public Open Space Public parks and open space lands determined to be special, 

important or valuable natural resources which warrant protection. 
This designation is assigned to park lands and other recreational 
amenities. 

 
(OS-PV) Open Space - Private This designation may be assigned to private open space areas that 

are preserved for this use. These lands include private golf 
courses, lakes, tennis facilities, pools and other open 
space/recreation facilities, which are typically located within 
planned residential communities. 

 
(OS-O) Open Space - Other This designation may be used to define a variety of open spaces 

and special resource areas, or those that may pose threats or 
hazards to development.  Examples include large habitat areas 
preserved for biological purposes, as well as geologic hazard 
areas, detention or retention basins, trails, etc. 

 
(OS-W) Open Space-Watercourse This designation is used to delineate floodways, including natural 

and man-made floodway and drainage channels. 
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Proposed Project: Summary of Land Use Changes 
 
The following briefly summarizes the assignments of land use categories under the proposed General Plan Update. 
Changes in each major land use category is discussed below. 
 
Residential Land Uses 
The Proposed Project includes amendments to land use designations and densities and provides approximately 
7,495± acres for residential development. In comparison with the current General Plan, which provides 7,609± acres 
for residential development, the Proposed Project represents a 1.0% decrease or about 114± acres less than the 
current General Plan. Under the Proposed Project, there are about 3,519± acres of vacant residential lands in the 
General Plan study area and could accommodate an additional 33,396± dwelling units.  
 
Buildout of the General Plan study area is anticipated to generate approximately a total of 54,615 dwelling units, 
including existing and potential units. The current General Plan estimates approximately 54,053± dwelling units 
with the current General Plan’s buildout. Therefore, the proposed General Plan will result in an increase of about 
562± dwelling units or about 1.0% over the number of units provided under the current General Plan. As can be 
seen from Table 1-?, the increase is primarily in the number of multi-family units. 
 
Commercial Land Uses 
The Proposed Project includes changes to several commercial land use designations. The current General Plan 
designates 1,636± acres for commercial development in the study area. The Proposed Project would result in a total 
of 1,575± acres across five commercial land use categories, which represents a decrease of about 61 acres, or 3.0% 
fewer acres than the current General Plan. Commercial land uses occur in key locations within the City’s roadway 
network, such as Date Palm Drive, East Palm Canyon Drive and Ramon Road, and City lands located north of U.S. 
Interstate-10. At General Plan buildout the Proposed Project could result in up to 13,116,382± square feet of 
commercial space, compared to 13,651,604± square feet under the current General Plan. Therefore, the Proposed 
Project would result in a potential reduction of 535,222± square feet or 3.0% in commercial space at buildout. The 
Proposed Project would nonetheless provide for up to 8,937,867± square feet of additional commercial space. 
 
Industrial Land Uses 
The Current General Plan provides 1,018± acres for industrial development, while the Proposed Project provides 
1,251± acres for the same two industrial land use designations. The Proposed Project increases the total amount of 
industrial land uses by 233± acres or 22.0% compared to the current General Plan. Under the Proposed Project, 
industrial land uses are expanded in north and south of the East Palm Canyon corridor and especially on lands north 
and south of the Union Pacific Railroad corridor. Buildout of the Proposed Project has the potential to result in up 
to 17,781,959 square feet of industrial space, compared to the current General Plan which has the potential to 
generate approximately 14,426,811 square feet, again, an increase of approximately 22% compared to the current 
General Plan. The Proposed Project would provide for up to 15,564,546± square feet of additional industrial space. 
 
Open Space Land Uses 
Open space land use designations represent lands that are preserved for outdoor recreation, including parks and golf 
courses, floodways and watercourses, and areas with outstanding scenic, biological, historical and cultural value. 
Under the current General Plan, approximately 3,832± acres are designated for Open Space land uses. The Proposed 
Project provides a total of 3,775 ± acres, which represents a decrease of 57± acres or 1.0% less than the current 
General Plan. Although not counted with Open Space lands, lands designated as Hillside Reserve (HR) allow 
development at a density of no more than one dwelling unit per 20 acres. The Proposed Project includes 459± acres 
designated as HR. These lands are generally constrained by topography and other conditions and disturbed areas 
associated with their development would be expected to be limited. 
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Public Lands 
Other land use designations pertain to lands allotted for community and public facilities and are categorized as 
cemetery, library, schools, and transportation lands. Transportation lands comprise the majority of the “Public” 
designated in the General Plan. The current General Plan and Proposed Project both designate 461± acres as Public.  
 
Active Transportation Plan 
Concurrent with the preparation of the General Plan Circulation and Mobility Element, the City has also prepared 
an Active Transportation Plan (ATP). The ATP is a part of the circulation element and implements pathway 
classifications for numerous streets in the City, assigning designations and providing improvement plans and 
guidelines that implement a Complete Streets program for the City. The ATP is designed to provide greater 
pedestrian, bicycle and NEV access to the City roadway system and off-street network including CV Link regional 
multi-modal pathway. 
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3.13. Parks and Recreational Resources 

 
3.13.1. Introduction 

 
This section of the EIR analyzes the potential impacts to parks and recreational resources associated with the 
alternatives to the proposed Cathedral City General Plan update based on regional and local park lands and facilities. 
The planning area is located within the Coachella Valley which provides a wide range of recreational opportunities 
to residences and visitors. The analysis considers whether and to what extent buildout of the alternatives and their 
associated populations would have on these local and regional parks and other recreational facilities.  
 

3.13.2. Existing Conditions 
 
Regional and Local Parks and Recreational facilities 
 
The planning area is located within the Coachella Valley where each city operates and maintains local parks and 
other recreational open space and facilities. The valley is also host to a wide range of county, state and federal open 
space lands and parks, including Joshua Tree National Park, Mt. San Jacinto State Park, the Santa Rosa and San 
Jacinto Mountains National Monument and other public parks, monuments and open space areas. The Coachella 
valley and City are also host to a significant number of private and public golf courses, and a wide range of other 
private recreational facilities. Cathedral City has eleven developed parks and one adjacent to the new CV Link that 
total more than 73 acres, and the City also has an additional 146± acres of currently undeveloped park lands. In 
addition to the above, the City has developed nearly 30 miles of bike paths, trails and lanes on local streets. 
 

3.13.3. Alternatives Impact Analysis 
 

3.13.3.1. Alternative 1 
 

3.13.3.1.1. Alternative 1 Impacts 
 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 
Buildout of the Alternative 1 will result in a limited increase in the number of residential units and permanent 
population within the City compared to the Proposed Project, but the long-term increase under this alternative would 
nonetheless be substantial. Under Alternative 1, the proposed General Plan update would increase the City’s 
population by approximately 115,593 residents based on 100 percent occupancy of all new residential units. These 
residents would create a demand for approximately 200 additional acres of parks and other recreational lands beyond 
that currently available for future development. Future residents would likely use both existing and planned parks 
and recreational facilities in the City and could also avail themselves of local, regional and state in the vicinity. 
 
Similar to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 demand for parks and other recreational space and facilities would 
grow over time and the City will need to plan to incrementally acquire these lands to accommodate future growth. 
Based on the current inventory of undeveloped parks lands in the City, it could accommodate an additional 
population of approximately 48,000 before additional lands would be needed. Under Alternative 1 and the other 
alternatives, the City should be able to incrementally acquire additional park lands and address future needs before 
they arise. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and comparable to the level of impact as the Proposed 
Project. 
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b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 
As noted above, approximately 200 additional acres of future parkland could be needed to accommodate maximum 
City growth through buildout. The City should expect to acquire these lands through development exactions and 
in-kind land contributions as part of development impact assessments as provided for in the City Municipal Code. 
Approximately 3,600 acres of vacant land is currently available for residential planning and development or about 
5.5 percent of these lands. The City also has extensive areas of lands dedicated to or planned for open space 
conservation, and portions of these lands may also be available for hiking and other “passive” recreational use 
without compromising the conservation value of these lands. Therefore, buildout of the Alternative 1 scenario can 
be accomplished without having an adverse effect on the environment and such impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 

3.13.3.1.2. Alternative 1 Mitigation Measures 
 
No mitigation measures are required. As noted above, the General Plan Parks and Recreation Element and the Open 
Space and Conservation Elements include policies and programs that will serve to effectively avoid, minimize and 
otherwise mitigate potentially significant impacts to community parks and recreation facilities and lands that could 
result from implementation of Alternative 1. Section 2.13.7 also includes avoidance, minimization and other 
measures that further ensure that the community’s future demand for parks and recreation lands will be met and in 
an environmentally responsible manner. 
 

3.13.3.1.3. Alternative 1 Significance After Mitigation 
 
Residual environmental effects associated with the implementation of the Alternative 1 project would essentially 
be the same as those for the Proposed Project. Through the implementation of applicable General Plan policies and 
programs, and the measures set forth in Section 2.13.7 of this EIR, potential impacts can be avoided, minimized 
and/or reduced to levels that are less than significant. 
 

3.13.3.1.4. Alternative 1 Cumulative Impacts 
 
A consideration of cumulative effects associated with parks and recreation resources includes the degree to which 
a project may trigger the construction or expansion of recreational facilities and would cause physical deterioration 
to the existing parks and recreation facilities. Future development associated with the Alternative 1 project would 
generate more population and demand for parks and related open space and facilities. As noted above, sufficient 
lands have already been acquired to accommodate a major portion of future demand and additional lands will be 
available to meet all of the City’s obligations. The significant areas of public lands and associated opportunities for 
recreation also ensure that the impacts associated with Alternative 1 will not be cumulatively considerable.   
 

3.13.3.2. Alternative 2 
 

3.13.3.2.1. Alternative 2 Impacts 
 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 
Buildout of the Alternative 2 will result in a limited increase in the number of residential units and permanent 
population within the City compared to the Proposed Project, but the long-term increase under this alternative would 
nonetheless be substantial. Under Alternative 2, the proposed General Plan update would increase the City’s 
population by approximately 82,435 residents based on 100 percent occupancy of all new residential units. These 
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residents would create a demand for approximately 100 additional acres of parks and other recreational lands beyond 
that currently available for future development. Future residents would likely use both existing and planned parks 
and recreational facilities in the City and could also avail themselves of local, regional and state in the vicinity. 
 
Similar to the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 demand for parks and other recreational space and facilities would 
grow over time and the City will need to plan to incrementally acquire these lands to accommodate future growth. 
Based on the current inventory of undeveloped parks lands, the City could accommodate an additional population 
of approximately 48,000 before additional lands would be needed. Under Alternative 2 and the other alternatives, 
the City should be able to incrementally acquire additional park lands and address future needs before they arise. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and comparable to the level of impact as the Proposed Project. 
 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 
Buildout of Alternative 2 would require approximately 100 additional acres of future parkland to accommodate 
maximum City growth through buildout. The City should expect to acquire these lands through development 
exactions and in-kind land contributions as part of development impact assessments as provided for in the City 
Municipal Code. Approximately 3,600 acres of vacant land is currently available for residential planning and 
development or about 5.5 percent of these lands. The City also has extensive areas of lands dedicated to or planned 
for open space conservation, and portions of these lands may also be available for hiking and other “passive” 
recreational use without compromising the conservation value of these lands. Therefore, buildout of the Alternative 
2 scenario can be accomplished without having an adverse effect on the environment and such impacts would be 
less than significant. 
 

3.13.3.2.2. Alternative 2 Mitigation Measures 
 
No mitigation measures are required. The General Plan Parks and Recreation Element and the Open Space and 
Conservation Elements include policies and programs that will serve to effectively avoid, minimize and otherwise 
mitigate potentially significant impacts to community parks and recreation facilities and lands that could result from 
implementation of Alternative 2. Section 2.13.7 also includes avoidance, minimization and other measures that 
further ensure that the community’s future demand for parks and recreation lands under Alternative 2 can be met 
and in an environmentally responsible manner. 
 

3.13.3.2.3. Alternative 2 Significance After Mitigation 
 
Residual environmental effects associated with the implementation of the Alternative 2 project would essentially 
be the same as those for the Proposed Project. Through the implementation of applicable General Plan policies and 
programs, and the measures set forth in Section 2.13.7 of this EIR, potential impacts can be avoided, minimized 
and/or reduced to levels that are less than significant. 
 

3.13.3.2.4. Alternative 2 Cumulative Impacts 
 
Cumulative effects associated with parks and recreation resources are gauged by the degree to which a project may 
trigger the construction or expansion of recreational facilities and would cause physical deterioration to the existing 
parks and recreation facilities. Future development associated with the Alternative 2 project would generate less 
population and demand for parks and related open space and facilities when compared to the other alternatives. As 
noted, sufficient lands have already been acquired to accommodate more than half of the future demand generated 
by Alternative 2, and additional lands will be available to meet all of the City’s obligations. The significant areas 
of public lands and associated opportunities for recreation also ensure that the impacts associated with Alternative 
2 will not be cumulatively considerable.  
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3.13.3.3. Alternative 3 
 

3.13.3.3.1. Alternative 3 Impacts 
 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 
Buildout of the Alternative 3 will result in a limited decrease in the number of residential units and permanent 
population within the City compared to the Proposed Project, but the long-term increase under this alternative would 
nonetheless be substantial. Under Alternative 3, the proposed General Plan update would increase the City’s 
population by approximately 103,756 residents based on 100 percent occupancy of all new residential units. These 
residents would create a demand for approximately 163 additional acres of parks and other recreational lands beyond 
that currently available for future development. Future residents would likely use both existing and planned parks 
and recreational facilities in the City and could also avail themselves of local, regional and state in the vicinity. 
 
Similar to the Proposed Project, Alternative 3 demand for parks and other recreational space and facilities would 
grow over time and the City will need to plan to incrementally acquire these lands to accommodate future growth. 
Based on the current inventory of undeveloped parks lands, the City could accommodate an additional population 
of approximately 48,000 before additional lands would be needed. Under Alternative 3 and the other alternatives, 
the City should be able to incrementally acquire additional park lands and address future needs before they arise. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and comparable to the level of impact as the Proposed Project. 
 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 
Buildout of Alternative 3 would require approximately 163 additional acres of future parkland to accommodate 
maximum City growth through buildout. The City can expect to acquire these lands through development exactions 
and in-kind land contributions as part of development impact assessments as provided for in the City Municipal 
Code. Approximately 3,600 acres of vacant land is currently available for residential planning and development or 
about 5.5 percent of these lands. The City also has extensive areas of lands dedicated to or planned for open space 
conservation, and portions of these lands may also be available for hiking and other “passive” recreational use 
without compromising the conservation value of these lands. Therefore, buildout of the Alternative 3 scenario can 
be accomplished without having an adverse effect on the environment and such impacts would be less than 
significant. 
 

3.13.3.3.2. Alternative 3 Mitigation Measures 
 
No mitigation measures are required. The General Plan Parks and Recreation Element and the Open Space and 
Conservation Elements include policies and programs that will serve to effectively avoid, minimize and otherwise 
mitigate potentially significant impacts to community parks and recreation facilities and lands that could result from 
implementation of Alternative 3. Section 2.13.7 also includes avoidance, minimization and other measures that 
further ensure that the community’s future demand for parks and recreation lands under Alternative 3 can be met 
and in an environmentally responsible manner. 
 

3.13.3.3.3. Alternative 3 Significance After Mitigation 
 
Residual environmental effects associated with the implementation of the Alternative 3 project would essentially 
be the same as those for the Proposed Project. Through the implementation of applicable General Plan policies and 
programs, and the measures set forth in Section 2.3.7 of this EIR, potential impacts can be avoided, minimized 
and/or reduced to levels that are less than significant. 
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3.13.3.3.4. Alternative 3 Cumulative Impacts 
 
Cumulative effects associated with parks and recreation resources are gauged by the degree to which a project may 
trigger the construction or expansion of recreational facilities and would cause physical deterioration to the existing 
parks and recreation facilities. Future development associated with the Alternative 3 project would generate slightly 
less population and demand for parks and related open space and facilities when compared to the Proposed Project. 
As noted, sufficient lands have already been acquired to accommodate close to half of the future demand generated 
by Alternative 3, and additional lands will be available to meet all of the City’s obligations. The significant areas 
of public lands and associated opportunities for recreation also ensure that the impacts associated with Alternative 
3 will not be cumulatively considerable.   
 

3.13.4. Environmental Superior Alternative  
 
At buildout, Alternative 2 would result in the fewest dwelling units and smallest population within the same area as 
the other alternatives. As a result, it would be expected to require the least amount of infrastructure and parks and 
recreational facilities and services expansion. In this regard, Alternative 2 is environmentally superior to the other 
project alternatives. However, by assigning low-density residential designations on some parcels of land that could 
be designated for more intensive uses, it does not fully capture the development potential of those parcels and could 
limit the amount of land available for parks and other recreation lands. 
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3.14 Population, Housing, and Socio-Economic Resources 

 
3.14.1 Introduction 

 
This section of the EIR analyzes the potential impacts associated with the project alternatives based on regional and 
local population, housing, and socio-economic conditions. It also addresses impacts associated with environmental 
justice in a broad context the considers whether the physical changes associated with each alternative would result 
in indirect adverse social or economic impacts. As with the other alternatives analysed, all are limited to changes to 
their respective land use maps and allocation models. 
 

3.14.2 Existing Conditions 
 
Population 
Cathedral City is within the Coachella Valley region of central Riverside County. Riverside County has experienced 
rapid growth over recent decades; its 2018 population was estimated at 2.44 million.1 The Coachella Valley includes 
nine incorporated cities and unincorporated land with a combined population of approximately 413,000.2 
 
Cathedral City is the second most populous city in the Coachella Valley. Its 2018 population estimate was 54,466.3 
The median age is 37.3 years. The City’s population ethnicity is predominantly (76.9%) “white,” with 
approximately 59.4% identifying themselves as Hispanic or Latino of any race.4 
 
Housing 
The Coachella Valley has a strong second home and vacation rental market. Regional housing products include a 
mix of single- and multi-family homes, and a smaller number of mobile homes. Cathedral City includes 
approximately 21,219 housing units, the majority (55.8%) of which are single-family detached units, and an average 
of 3.16 persons per household.5 
 
Employment and Income 
The Coachella Valley has a strong tourism and hospitality economy anchored by world-class hotels and spas, 
professional golf course and tennis tournaments, outdoor recreational opportunities, and music and film festivals. 
The eastern valley is characterized by agricultural operations that have made the Coachella Valley a top national 
producer of a variety of crops. The economy is also supported by a strong healthcare industry that includes several 
regional hospitals and treatment centers. 
 
The two largest employment sectors in Cathedral City are “arts/entertainment, recreation, accommodation, and food 
service industries,” which employs approximately 20% of the civilian labor force, and “educational services, health 
care, and social assistance,” which also employs approximately 20%.6 
  

                                                   
1  Population Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State (Report E-1), January 1, 2018 and 2019, California Department 

of Finance. 
2  Population Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State (Report E-1), January 1, 2018 and 2019, California Department 

of Finance; and 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. 
3  City/County Population and Housing Estimates (Report E-5), January 1, 2018, California Department of Finance. 
4  2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. 
5  City/County Population and Housing Estimates (Report E-5), January 1, 2018, California Department of Finance. 
6  2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. 
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Disadvantaged Communities 
As defined by the California Environmental Protection Agency, “disadvantaged communities” include, but are not 
limited to, 1) areas disproportionately affected by environmental pollution and other hazards that can lead to 
negative health effects, exposure, or environmental degradation, 2) areas with concentrations of people that are of 
low income, high unemployment, low levels of home ownership, high rent burden, sensitive populations, or low 
levels of educational attainment. They also include “low-income areas” in which household incomes are at or below 
80 percent of the statewide median income or household incomes are at or below the threshold designated as low 
income by the Department of Housing and Community Development. 
 
Most of the Coachella Valley has no disadvantaged communities. However, several are designated in the eastern 
Coachella Valley communities of Indio, Coachella, and Mecca.7 There are none in Cathedral City. 
 

3.14.3 Alternatives Impact Analysis 
 

3.14.3.1 Alternative 1 
 

3.14.3.1.1 Alternative 1 Impacts 
 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

 
Like the Proposed Project, implementation of Alternative 1 would facilitate new development in the City, as well 
as the extension of roads and other infrastructure, that would directly and indirectly result in substantial, planned 
population growth through 2040.  
 
Impacts to Housing 
As shown in the following table, buildout of Alternative 1 is projected to result in 36,580 new dwelling units. When 
combined with 21,219 existing units, there would be approximately 57,799 total units at buildout. This is 3,184 
(6%) more dwelling units than projected at buildout of the proposed General Plan. 
 
At buildout of Alternative 1, the two land use categories having the most dwelling units would be Mixed Use-Urban 
(18,195 units or 31.5%) and Low Density Residential (14,354 units or 24.8%). These land use categories and 
percentages are largely the same as the Proposed Project. 
 

Table 3.14-1 
Alternative 1 Projected Housing Units at Buildout 

Land Use Category  Existing Units   Potential New Units   Buildout Units 
Hillside Reserve (1du/20ac) - 23 23 
Estate Residential (0-2du/ac) 1 632 633 
Low Density Residential (2-4.5du/ac) 11,841 2,513 14,354 
Resort Residential (3-6.5du/ac) 5,153 3,450 8,603 
Medium Density Residential (4.5-10du/ac) 4,224 2,807 7,031 
Medium-High Density Resid. (11-20du/ac) - 903 903 
High Density Residential (20-24du/ac) - 863 863 
Mixed Use – Neighborhood (25 du/ac) - 7,195 7,195 
Mixed Use – Urban (45 du/ac)  18,195 18,195 

Total: 21,219 36,580 57,799 
 

                                                   
7  CalEnviroscreen 3.0 database, June 2018 Update. 
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As with the Proposed Project, much of the new growth would occur north of I-10. Land use designations north of 
I-10 are the same under both the Proposed Project and Alternative 1, consistent with the approved land use plans of 
the North City Specific Plan and North City Extended Specific Plan. Future development in this part of the City 
would be subject to the development standards and provisions in the Specific Plans. 
 
Impacts to Population 
There are currently 54,466 residents in Cathedral City. Assuming 36,580 new units and 3.16 persons per household8, 
buildout of Alternative 1 is projected to result in an additional 115,593 residents, which assume 100 percent 
occupancy of all new dwelling units. At buildout, the total City population would be approximately 170,059 
residents. This is 10,061 (6%) more residents than projected at maximum buildout of the proposed General Plan. 
This level of growth can be considered substantial; however, as explained in Section 2.14.6.a, given recent regional 
growth rates, it is unlikely that it would all occur by 2040.  
 
Alternative 1 would be a long-range plan for future growth. Like the Proposed Project, growth would be planned 
and occur over many years; therefore, impacts would be less than significant, the same level of impact as the 
Proposed Project. 
 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
As with the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would not displace any existing people or housing, and no replacement 
housing would be needed. And, consistent with the Proposed Project, no impact would occur. 
 
Environmental Justice 
 
As explained above and in Section 2.14.5, there are no disadvantaged communities in Cathedral City. Therefore, 
like the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would have no impact on disadvantaged communities.  
 
Alternative 1 would result in implementation of the same policies and programs as the Proposed Project, which are 
expected to have positive impacts on issues associated with environmental justice. Like the Proposed Project, the 
Alternative 1 land use plan locates industrial land uses away from residential land uses, to the greatest extent 
practical. It would result in a complete streets network and enhanced multi-modal transportation links that benefit 
all segments of the population. It would include the Environmental Justice Element and the Healthy and Sustainable 
Community Element and their policies and programs that directly address potential social inequities. Alternative 1 
impacts on environmental justice would be expected to be positive in the overall, the same as the proposed General 
Plan. 
 

3.14.3.1.2 Alternative 1 Mitigation Measures 
 
As with the Proposed Project, implementation of Alternative 1 would not require mitigation. 
 

3.14.3.1.3 Alternative 1 Significance After Mitigation 
 
As with the Proposed Project, the impacts of Alternative 1 would be less than significant. 
 

3.14.3.1.4 Alternative 1 Cumulative Impacts 
 
A consideration of cumulative effects associated with population, housing, and socio-economic conditions includes 
buildout of the Alternative 1 land use plan. Similar to the Proposed Project, it is very unlikely that buildout will 
actually occur within the Plan’s 20-year horizon. Historically strong rates of development have been approximately 

                                                   
8 City/County Population and Housing Estimates (Report E-5), January 1, 2018, California Department of Finance. 
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one-third those required to see City buildout by 2040. Therefore, implementation of Alternative 1 would not result 
in either cumulatively considerable unplanned housing or population growth or displace existing housing in 
Cathedral City over the coming 20-year time frame.  
 

3.14.3.2 Alternative 2 
 

3.14.3.2.1 Alternative 2 Impacts 
 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

 
Like the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would facilitate new development in the City, as well as extension of roads 
and other infrastructure, that would directly and indirectly result in substantial, planned population growth through 
2040.  
 
Impacts to Housing 
As shown in the following table, buildout of Alternative 2 is projected to result in 26,087 new dwelling units. When 
combined with 21,219 existing units, there would be approximately 47,306 total units at buildout. This is 7,309 
(13%) fewer dwelling units than projected at buildout of the proposed General Plan. 
 
At buildout of Alternative 2, the two land use categories having the most dwelling units would be Mixed Use-Urban 
(14,151 units or 30.0%) and Low Density Residential (15,799 units or 33.4%). Under Alternative 2, the greatest 
percentage of units would be low-density. Under the Proposed Project, the greatest percentage of units would be 
Mixed Use-Urban. 

Table 3.14-2 
Alternative 2 Projected Housing Units at Buildout 

Land Use Category  Existing Units   Potential New Units   Buildout Units 
Hillside Reserve (1du/20ac) - 23 23 
Estate Residential (0-2du/ac) 1 632 633 
Low Density Residential (2-4.5du/ac) 11,841 3,958 15,799 
Resort Residential (3-6.5du/ac) 5,153 3,467 8,620 
Medium Density Residential (4.5-10du/ac) 4,224 955 5,179 
Medium-High Density Resid. (11-20du/ac) - 170 170 
High Density Residential (20-24du/ac) - 684 684 
Mixed Use – Neighborhood (25 du/ac) - 2,048 2,048 
Mixed Use – Urban (45 du/ac)  14,151 14,151 

Total: 21,219 26,087 47,306 
 
Like the Proposed Project, much of the new growth would occur north of I-10. Land use designations north of I-10 
are the same under both the Proposed Project and Alternative 2, consistent with the approved land use plans of the 
North City Specific Plan and North City Extended Specific Plan. Future development in this part of the City would 
be subject to the development standards and provisions in the Specific Plans. 
 
Impacts to Population 
There are currently 54,466 residents in Cathedral City. Assuming 26,087 new units and 3.16 persons per household9, 
buildout of Alternative 2 is projected to result in an additional 82,435 residents. At buildout, the total City population 
would be approximately 136,901 residents. This is 23,097 (14%) fewer residents than projected at buildout of the 
proposed General Plan. This level of growth can be considered substantial; however, as explained in Section 
2.14.6.a, given recent regional growth rates, it is unlikely that it would all occur by 2040.  
                                                   
9  City/County Population and Housing Estimates (Report E-5), January 1, 2018, California Department of Finance. 
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Alternative 2 would be a long-range plan for future growth. Like the Proposed Project, growth would be planned 
and occur over many years; therefore, impacts would be less than significant, the same level of impact as the 
Proposed Project. 
 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
Like the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would not displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing or 
require the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Like the Proposed Project, no impact would occur. 
 
Environmental Justice 
As stated previously, Cathedral City contains no disadvantaged communities, as defined by the California 
Environmental Protection Agency. Therefore, as with the Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would have no impact on 
disadvantage communities. 
 
As with the proposed General Plan, Alternative 2 would be expected to have a positive impact on issues associated 
with environmental justice. Its land use plan locates industrial land uses away from residential uses to the greatest 
extent practical. It would include an Environmental Justice Element and Healthy and Sustainable Community 
Element that address issues of social equity and would include policies and programs directed at implementing a 
complete streets network that expands transportation opportunities for all segments of the population.  
 

3.14.3.2.2 Alternative 2 Mitigation Measures 
 
As with the Proposed Project, no mitigation measures would be necessary.  
 

3.14.3.2.3 Alternative 2 Significance After Mitigation 
 
As with the Proposed Project, the impacts of Alternative 2 would be less than significant. 
 

3.14.3.2.4 Alternative 2 Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts of Alternative 2 are similar to the Proposed Project, in that it is very unlikely that buildout 
will actually occur within the Plan’s 20-year horizon. Historically strong rates of development have been 
approximately one-third those required to see City buildout by 2040. Therefore, implementation of Alternative 2 
would not result in either cumulatively considerable unplanned housing or population growth or displace existing 
housing in Cathedral City over the coming 20-year time frame.  
 

3.14.3.3 Alternative 3 (No Project) 
 

3.14.3.3.1 Alternative 3 Impacts 
 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

 
As with the Proposed Project, the No Project Alternative 3 would facilitate new development in the City, as well as 
extension of roads and other infrastructure, that would directly and indirectly result in substantial, planned 
population growth through 2040.  
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Impacts to Housing 
As shown in the following table, buildout of the No Project Alternative 3 is projected to result in 32,834 new 
dwelling units. When combined with 21,219 existing units, there would be approximately 54,053 total units at 
buildout. This is 562 (1%) fewer dwelling units than projected at buildout of the proposed General Plan. 
 
At buildout of the No Project Alternative 3, the two land use categories having the most dwelling units would be 
Mixed Use-Urban (18,194 units or 33.7%) and Low Density Residential (15,140 units or 28.0%). These land use 
categories and percentages are very close to those of the Proposed Project. 
 

Table 3.14-3 No Project Alternative 
Projected Housing Units at Buildout 

Land Use Category  Existing Units   Potential New Units   Buildout Units 
Hillside Reserve (1du/20ac) - 23 23 
Estate Residential (0-2du/ac) 1 632 633 
Low Density Residential (2-4.5du/ac) 11,841 3,299 15,140 
Resort Residential (3-6.5du/ac) 5,153 4,604 9,757 
Medium Density Residential (4.5-10du/ac) 4,224 751 4,975 
Medium-High Density Resid. (11-20du/ac) - 212 212 
High Density Residential (20-24du/ac) - 696 696 
Mixed Use – Neighborhood (25 du/ac) - 4,423 4,423 
Mixed Use – Urban (45 du/ac)  18,194 18,194 

Total: 21,219 32,834 54,053 
 
 
As with the Proposed Project, much of the new growth would occur north of I-10. Land use designations north of 
I-10 are the same under both the Proposed Project and the No Project Alternative, consistent with the approved land 
use plans of the North City Specific Plan and North City Extended Specific Plan. Future development in this part 
of the City would be subject to the development standards and provisions on the Specific Plans. 
 
Impacts to Population 
There are currently 54,466 residents in Cathedral City. Assuming 32,834 new units and 3.16 persons per 
household10, buildout of the No Project Alternative is projected to result in an additional 103,756 residents. At 
buildout, the total City population would be approximately 158,222 residents. This is 1,776 (1%) fewer residents 
than projected at buildout of the proposed General Plan. This level of growth can be considered substantial; 
however, as explained in Section 2.14.6.a, given recent regional growth rates, it is unlikely that it would all occur 
by 2040.  
 
The No Project Alternative 3 represents the continued implementation of the current General Plan, an adopted long-
range plan for future growth. Like the Proposed Project, buildout growth would be planned and occur over many 
years; therefore, impacts would be less than significant, the same level of impact as the Proposed Project. 
 

c) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
The No Project Alternative 3 would not result in the displacement of people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Like the Proposed Project, no impact would occur. 
 
 
                                                   
10  City/County Population and Housing Estimates (Report E-5), January 1, 2018, California Department of Finance. 
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Environmental Justice 
As stated previously, Cathedral City contains no disadvantaged communities, as defined by the California 
Environmental Protection Agency. Therefore, like the Proposed Project, the No Project Alternative would have no 
impact on disadvantaged communities. 
 
The current General Plan was drafted and adopted before Senate Bill 1000 was enacted, requiring California cities 
to include an Environmental Justice Element in their General Plans and to identify “disadvantaged communities” 
and strategies to mitigate and reduce environment-related health risks to them. Therefore, it does not directly address 
the issue. The current General Plan Housing Element describes affordable housing programs, needs, and constraints 
and includes policies and programs to address them, and the Circulation Element includes policies to provide multi-
modal access to all parts of the community. However, these efforts are limited compared to those of the Proposed 
Project, which evaluates community health indicators and addresses a broad range of social inequities, such as food 
insecurity, climate change, and community resilience. Whereas the Proposed Project would have a net positive 
impact on environmental justice issues, the No Project Alternative would be expected to have a neutral or even 
negative impact on them. 
 

3.14.3.3.2 Alternative 3 Mitigation Measures 
 
As with the Proposed Project, no mitigation measures would be necessary.  
 

3.14.3.3.3 Alternative 3 Significance After Mitigation 
 
As with the Proposed Project, the impacts of Alternative 3 would be less than significant. 
 

3.14.3.3.4 Alternative 3 Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts of Alternative 3 are similar to the Proposed Project, in that it is very unlikely that buildout 
will actually occur within the Plan’s 20-year horizon. Historically strong rates of development have been 
approximately one-third those required to see City buildout by 2040. Therefore, implementation of Alternative 3 
would not result in either cumulatively considerable housing or population growth in Cathedral City over the 
coming 20-year time frame.  
 

3.14.4 Environmental Superior Alternative  
 
Population 
 
At buildout, Alternative 2 would result in the fewest dwelling units and smallest population within the same area as 
the other alternatives. As a result, it would be expected to require the least amount of infrastructure and public 
services expansion, such as the extension of roads and utilities or enrollments at local schools. In this regard, 
Alternative 2 is environmentally superior to the other project alternatives. However, by assigning low-density 
residential designations on some parcels of land that could be designated for more intensive uses, it does not fully 
capture the development potential of those parcels. 
 
Environmental Justice 
 
All project alternatives would include targeted policies and programs that specifically address environmental 
justice, in compliance with Senate Bill 1000. In this regard, there is no superior alternative. On the basis of land use 
allocation models and the numbers and densities of housing that would be facilitated by each alternative, Alternative 
1 would be somewhat superior to the other project alternatives in that it could create more opportunities for 
affordable market rate housing that could better benefit those of lower incomes.  
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3.15. Public Utilities and Service Systems 

 
3.15.1. Introduction 

 
This section of the EIR evaluates the potential for the project alternatives to directly affect public and utility services 
due to the to the proposed Cathedral City General Plan update. Public services include fire protection, police 
protection, school services, and library services. Utility systems include water, wastewater, and solid waste 
facilities, as well as electricity, natural gas, and telecommunications services within the General Plan area and the 
surrounding region. The analysis considers whether implementation of the project alternatives would affect the 
ability of service providers to maintain acceptable service or other performance objectives, resulting in the need for 
new or expanded facilities, staffing or other capabilities. 
 

3.15.2. Existing Conditions 
 
Fire Protection Services 
The Cathedral City Fire Department provides fire protection services to the General Plan planning area. Its staff 
currently includes 43 sworn fire personnel (42 firefighters and 1 Fire Chief), including 14 firefighters on-duty 
24/7/365, 2 administrative personnel, and 1 full-time fire inspector. Current firefighter staffing levels represent a 
ratio of about 0.77 firefighters to every 1,000 residents. (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 
Law Enforcement Services 
The Cathedral City Police Department provides police protection to the planning area. The Cathedral City Police 
Station is located at 68-700 Avenida Lalo Guerrero. The Police Department’s Strategic Plan 2016-2020 
recommends a minimum officer-to-resident population ratio of no less than one officer per thousand residents.1 
With 52 sworn officers, the City currently provides approximately 0.90 officers for every 1,000 residents. According 
to the Strategic Plan, the public considers an emergency police response time within 6 minutes or less to be 
acceptable. The City’s Police Department currently has an emergency (Priority 1) response time or 7 minutes or 
less. Emergency and non-emergency calls for Police and Fire are received by the city’s Emergency Communications 
Center. The Cathedral City Dispatch Center is staffed 24 hours a day,7 days a week, to answer emergency and non-
emergency phone calls. (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 
Education 
The Palm Springs Unified School District (PSUSD) provides kindergarten through 12th grade public educational 
services and facilities to the City of Cathedral City. In 2019, PSUSD schools enrolled approximately 21,680 students 
in 28 schools and an independent study program. PSUSD operates nine schools within Cathedral City, including 
five elementary, two middle, one high, and one continuation high school. (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 
Parks and Recreational Services  
Parks and recreation services within the City of Cathedral City are owned and managed by the City. Discussion of 
City parks is provided in Sections 2.13 and 3.13, Parks and Recreational Facilities, of this DEIR. 
 
Domestic Water  
Domestic water for the City of Cathedral City is provided by two water agencies: Coachella Valley Water District 
(CVWD) and Desert Water Agency (DWA). These service providers provide production wells, storage and a range 
of water distribution lines throughout the City and provide a high level of service to meet domestic demand and fire 
flows (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 

                                                   
1  Cathedral City Police Department Strategic Plan 2016-2020. 
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Wastewater Collection and Treatment 
CVWD and DWA provide wastewater collection services to the planning area. Wastewater treatment is provided 
by CWD, which collects flows from its system and that of DWA and conveys wastewater to its water reclamation 
plant located on Cook Street in Palm Desert (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 
Electricity  
Southern California Edison (SCE) provides electrical service to the City of Cathedral City and many areas of the 
Coachella Valley, serving approximately fifteen (15) million people within a service area of approximately 50,000 
square miles. Within the City, SCE maintains substations and a full range of transmission and distribution lines, 
including high voltage lines in the northern portion of the City (See Section 2.15.5 for details). 
 
Natural Gas  
Southern California Gas (SoCalGas; The Gas Company) provides natural gas services and facilities to Cathedral 
City. Within Cathedral City, major high-pressure gas lines are located within the rights-of-way of Date Palm Drive, 
Vista Chino, Varner Road and Mountain View Road, and along East Palm Canyon Drive. Medium-pressure 
distribution lines typically consist of plastic pipes (older pipes may be constructed of steel) with pressures less than 
60 psi. Most residences are fed through pipes rated at 25 to 40 psi. The Cove and most other residential 
neighborhoods in the planning area are connected to medium-pressure distribution lines. (See Section 2.15.5 for 
details). 
 
Telecommunications 
Cable television and internet services are provided to the City by Spectrum and Frontier. The City also has access 
to Channel 17, a public service channel, which it uses to broadcast City Council meetings. (See Section 2.15.5 for 
details). 
 
Solid Waste Management  
Burrtec Waste Industries provides solid waste collection and disposal services to Cathedral City through a franchise 
agreement. The City’s recycling program has proven beneficial in the preservation of landfill space for non-
recyclable materials. Green waste is recycled at BioMass in Thermal. Other recyclables, including glass, plastic and 
newspaper are transported by a third-party hauler to a recycling company in Los Angeles. (See Section 2.15.5 for 
details). 
 

3.15.3. Alternatives Impact Analysis 
 

3.15.3.1. Alternative 1 
 

3.15.3.1.1. Alternative 1 Impacts 
 
Public Services  
 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

 
i) Fire protection?  
ii) Police protection?  
iii) Schools?  
iv) Parks?  
v) Other public facilities? 
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Utilities and Service Systems  
 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or 
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects. (see Section 2.10 addressing 
stormwater) 
 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. 
 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project 
that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments. 
 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. 
 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. 
 

Fire Protection, Police, School, Parks and other Public Facilities   
Compared to the Proposed Project, new development under the Alternative 1 would increase demand for fire 
protection services, police services, school services, and library services. To maintain or achieve acceptable service 
standards, new or physically altered fire, police, school, parks and other public facilities would be required. When 
compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would accommodate the most residential units and population 
growth of all the alternatives and, therefore, would result in an increased need for fire and police staffing and 
facilities, more or enlarged schools, additional parks and other public facilities to be constructed or expanded. 
Therefore, impacts would be increased as compared to the Proposed Project. However, impacts would still be 
considered significant and the mitigation identified in Section 2.15.7 would be required. After mitigation, impacts 
related to school facilities would be less than significant. 
 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or 
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects. (see Section 2.10 addressing 
stormwater) 

 
Domestic Water and Wastewater Treatment  
Implementation of Alternative 1 would allow new development which would require an expanded domestic water 
system, and additional connections to the wastewater collection and treatment system. Similar to the Proposed 
Project, all future development projects facilitated by Alternative 1 would be required to comply with all applicable 
federal, state, and local regulations related to domestic water and waste water disposal, including CVWD and DWA 
standards. Compliance with such regulations, policies and programs set forth in the Public Services and Utilities 
Sub-Element, and Section 2.15.7 of this EIR would ensure that impacts related to domestic water and wastewater 
disposal are less than significant. Therefore, the Alternative 1 would result in a similar impact to wastewater disposal 
systems as compared to the Proposed Project. 
 
Electricity   
New development under the Alternative 1 scenario would increase the demand for electricity beyond that associated 
with the Proposed Project. To maintain or achieve acceptable service standards, new or physically altered electric 
power stations, whether from conventional or renewable sources, would be required, and additional distribution and 
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transmission lines and substations could also be needed. Compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would 
accommodate more residential units and population growth, and more industrial space; therefore, it would result in 
an increased need for sources of electricity and related facilities. Therefore, impacts would be increased compared 
to the Proposed Project and the other project alternatives. However, implementation of policies and programs set 
forth in the Public Services and Utilities Sub-Element and Section 2.15.7 of this EIR would ensure impacts related 
to electricity and related facilities would be less than significant. 
 
Natural Gas  
New development under the Alternative 1 scenario would increase the future demand for natural gas and related 
services in the planning area, compared to the other project alternatives and the Proposed Project. New or physically 
altered natural gas pumping/compressing stations would be required to maintain or achieve acceptable supplies and 
meet service requirement for new development. When compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would 
accommodate more residential units and population growth, and more industrial space. Therefore, Alternative 1 
would result in an increased potential demand for natural gas and related facilities. Therefore, impacts would be 
somewhat greater under Alternative 1 compared to the Proposed Project. However, implementation of policies and 
programs set forth in the Public Services and Utilities Sub-Element and Section 2.15.7 of this EIR would ensure 
impacts related to natural gas and related services and facilities would be less than significant. 
 
Telecommunications 
New or physically altered cable television and internet services would be required for the new developments in the 
City under Alternative 1. When compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would accommodate more 
residential units and population growth and, therefore, would result in an increased need for cable television, internet 
services and related facilities to be constructed or expanded. Therefore, impacts would be increased as compared to 
the Proposed Project. However, implementation of policies and programs set forth in the Public Services and 
Utilities Sub-Element and Section 2.15.7 of this EIR would ensure impacts related to telecommunications services 
and related facilities would be less than significant. 
 
Solid Waste Management  
Compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 1 would accommodate more residential units and population growth, 
and would also accommodate more industrial development. Therefore, this alternative would generate an increased 
need for solid waste collection and disposal services, and could accelerate the need for additional landfill space. 
Therefore, impacts would be somewhat greater compared to the Proposed Project. However, implementation of 
policies and programs set forth in the Public Services and Utilities Sub-Element and Section 2.15.7 of this EIR 
would ensure impacts related to the solid waste collection and disposal services, as well as the possible increased 
demand for landfill space, would be less than significant. 
 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

 
As discussed above, CVWD and DWA provide domestic water to Cathedral City. Future development facilitated 
by the Alternative 1 scenario would increase City population and commercial and industrial space, as well as park 
lands, in the planning area. At Alternative 1 buildout, a total of approximately 57,799 residential units could be 
developed within the planning area. Commercial uses could increase to 13,639,337 square feet, and industrial uses 
could increase to approximately 17,052,102 square feet. Implementation of Alternative 1 would result in a total 
citywide population of 170,059 persons at buildout. This increase in growth and development would result in an 
increase in domestic water demand beyond that projected for the Proposed Project. Using CVWD’s annual water 
consumption factors, buildout Alternative 1 could result in the demand for approximately 20,843 acre-feet per year 
(AFY) of domestic water (Table 3.15-2).   
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Table 3.15-1 Alternative 1 
Estimated Water Demand at Buildout 

 

Land Use CVWD Water Consumption 
Factor* 

Conditions at 
Alternative 1 

Buildout (2040) 

Total Water 
Demand (AFY) at 

Alternative 1 
Buildout (2040) 

Single-Family Residential 2.31 acre-feet per acre per year (AFY) 6,628.58 acres 15,312.02 
Multi-Family Residential  2.06 acre-feet per acre per year (AFY) 864.93 acres 1,781.76 
Commercial  1.92 acre-feet per acre per year (AFY) 1,635.06 acres 3,139.32 
Industrial  0.51 acre-feet per acre per year (AFY) 1,195.41 acres 609.66 

TOTAL 20,842.76 
* CVWD’s annual water consumption factors from Supplemental Water Supply Program and Fee Study Prepared for 
the City of Coachella in 2016.  

 
The planning area is served by CVWD and DWA. According to CVWD’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan 
(UWMP), the urban water demands in the CVWD service area are estimated to grow from 114,600 AFY in 2020 
to 194,300 AFY in 2040.2 According to DWA’s 2015 UWMP, the urban water demands in the DWA service area 
are estimated to grow from 42,708 AFY in 2020 to 50,575 AFY in 2040.3 At Alternative 1 buildout, the water 
demand in Cathedral City would represent approximately 8.5 percent of the total projected 2040 water demand of 
244,875 AF for both CVWD and DWA combined.  
 
According to CVWD’s and DWA’s 2015 UWMP, available water supplies are sufficient to meet the anticipated 
demand for 2020 through 2040 during normal, single dry, and multiple dry water years for Alternative 1 and all of 
the project alternatives, including the Proposed Project. This result is based on the volume of water available in the 
aquifer, CVWD's Colorado River contract supply, State Water Project (SWP) Table A amounts, water rights and 
water supply contracts, and CVWD’s and DWA’s commitments to eliminate overdraft and reduce per capita water 
use in CVWD’s and DWA’s service area.  
 
In addition, the Alternative 1scenario includes policies and implementation programs that seek to reduce water 
demand and protect water resources in the planning area. Policy 6.2 of the Water, Sewer and Utilities Sub-Element 
requires the City to monitor resource management activities of the CVWD, DWA, and CRWQCB to preserve and 
protect water resources and quality.  
 
In summary, implementation of Alternative 1 would result in increased demand for domestic water as the population 
increases and additional development occurs in the planning area. The City will work with water agencies to assure 
sufficient water resources would be available in the future during normal, single dry and multiple dry years. 
Implementation of policies and programs set forth in the Public Services and Utilities Sub-Element and Section 
2.15.7 of this EIR would ensure impacts related to water supplies, would be less than significant. 
 

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project 
that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments? 

 
 

                                                   
2  2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) for CVWD, Prepared by MWH in July 2016.  
3  2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) for DWA, Prepared by Krieger and Stewart Engineering Consultants in 

June 2016.  
 















































































http://cdfdata.fire.ca.gov/fire_er/fpp_planning_cafireplan
https://www.energy.ca.gov/almanac/renewables_data/geothermal/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/electronic_submittal/about.shtml
https://www.bsa.ca.gov/reports/summary/2007-119


https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/DisposalReporting/Destination/DisposalByFacility
http://www.cathedralcitypolice.com/2016-2020-strategic-plan/
http://www.cathedralcitypolice.com/2016-2020-strategic-plan/
http://www.cathedralcitypolice.com/2016-2020-strategic-plan/
http://www.cathedralcitypolice.com/2016-2020-strategic-plan/
http://www.cathedralcity.gov/services/recycling-refuse-energy-programs/household-hazardous-waste-facility
http://www.cathedralcity.gov/services/recycling-refuse-energy-programs/household-hazardous-waste-facility
http://www.cathedralcity.gov/services/recycling-refuse-energy-programs/bulky-item-large-item-collection-program
http://www.cathedralcity.gov/services/recycling-refuse-energy-programs/bulky-item-large-item-collection-program
https://up.codes/viewer/california/ca-fire-code-2016/chapter/49/requirements-for-wildland-urban-interface-fire-areas#49
https://up.codes/viewer/california/ca-fire-code-2016/chapter/49/requirements-for-wildland-urban-interface-fire-areas#49
http://www.epa.gov/
http://www.cvwd.org/ArchiveCenter/ViewFile/Item/705
https://www.rcwaste.org/Portals/0/Files/HW/HHWflyer.PDF
https://countyofriverside.us/AbouttheCounty/StrategicPlan/LivabilityandtheEnvironment.aspx
https://www.rcwaste.org/hhw/palmsprings
https://desertcommunityenergy.org/about/
http://www.epa.gov/green-book
http://www.cathedralcity.gov/services/building-and-safety/estimated-development-fees


http://egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/
https://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/734/files/GeoGem%20Note%2053%20Colorado%20Desert%20Geomorphic%20Province.pdf
https://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/734/files/GeoGem%20Note%2053%20Colorado%20Desert%20Geomorphic%20Province.pdf
http://www.geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
https://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/bsc/CALGreen/CALGreen-Guide-2016-FINAL.pdf
https://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/636/files/MtSanJacintoSPWeb2016.pdf
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/
http://www.palmspringsca.gov/home/showdocument?id=64236
https://www.epa.gov/enforcement/resource-conservation-and-recovery-act-rcra-and-federal-facilities
https://www.epa.gov/enforcement/resource-conservation-and-recovery-act-rcra-and-federal-facilities
http://www.rctcdev.info/uploads/media_items/congestionmanagementprogram.original.pdf
https://www.rivcoeh.org/HazMat
https://www.rcwaste.org/business/planning/ciwmp
http://www.rcwaste.org/
http://cdfdata.fire.ca.gov/pub/fireplan/fpupload/fpppdf1601.pdf
https://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/rules/scaqmd-rule-book
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201120120SB1241
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• United States Environmental Protection Agency Website - Categories of Hazardous Waste Generators, 

https://www.epa.gov/hwgenerators/categories-hazardous-waste-generators, Accessed January 2019.  

• United States Wind Turbine Database - USGS Energy Resources, July 2018 

https://eerscmap.usgs.gov/uswtdb/viewer/#14.75/33.88239/-116.46539, Accessed April 2019.  

• USFWS National Wetlands Inventory, www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html, accessed January 

2019. 

• VOLUME 1: IRWM/SWR Plan Chapters 2018 Coachella Valley Integrated Regional Water Management 

& Stormwater Resource Plan – Public Draft August 2018, 

http://www.cvrwmg.org/docs/2018_08_20_CVRWMG-2018IRWM-SWRPlanPublicDraft_150844.pdf, 

Accessed November 2018.  

• www.coachellavalleylink.com , accessed April 2019. 
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https://eerscmap.usgs.gov/uswtdb/viewer/#14.75/33.88239/-116.46539
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html
http://www.cvrwmg.org/docs/2018_08_20_CVRWMG-2018IRWM-SWRPlanPublicDraft_150844.pdf
http://www.coachellavalleylink.com/
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